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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Objections 



1 . Claims 23, 28, 31 , 35, 40, 43, and 44 are objected to because of the following 
informalities: The word "reply" is spelled incorrectly. The claims have the word "reply" 
spelled as "replay 1 '. Appropriate correction is required. 



2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-3, 7, 10-13 and 22-44 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



3. Claims 8-9 and 16-17 are allowed. 

4. Claims 22-23, 30, 34-35 and 42 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all 
of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 



5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



Response to Arguments 



Allowable Subject Matter 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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6. Claims 1-3, 7, 22-27 and 32-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sidhu et al. in view of Callon et al. Referring to claim 1 , Sidhu et al. 
discloses a method for detecting the path to a first network device (col. 7 lines 25-48), 
said method comprising: receiving a data packet from a second network device, the 
data packet containing a hop count (col. 13 lines 37-48), a destination Ethernet 
corresponding to the first network device (col. 7 lines 25-48), and a source Ethernet 
address corresponding to the second network device (col. 7 lines 25-48); determining at 
least one port on a network device receiving the data packet, by examining the 
destination Ethernet address (col. 13 lines 8-27); and forwarding the modified packet 
through the at least one port (col. 13 lines 20-27), but does not teach of decrementing 
the hop count by one to form a modified data packet. Callon et al. teaches of 
decrementing the hop count by one to form a modified data packet (col. 49 line 66-col. 
50 line 2). Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to have included the decrementing of the hop count 
of Callon et al. to the invention of Sidhu et al. in order to provide lifetime control of the 
packet as suggested by Callon et al. 

Referring to claim 2, Sidhu et al. discloses the method in accordance with claim 
1 , wherein the modified data packet is not forwarded if the destination Ethernet address 
is the same as the Ethernet address of the network device receiving the data packet 
(col. 13 lines 15-28). According to Sidhu et al., if the packet has not been forwarded 
then the node ID is directly accessible through one of its ports therefore it could have 
the same Ethernet address as the network device receiving the data packet. 
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Referring to claim 3, Sidhu et al. discloses a method for detecting a path to a first 
network device (col. 7 lines 25-48), comprising: transmitting from a second network 
device, the data packet containing a hop count (col. 13 lines 37^8), a destination 
Ethernet address corresponding to the first network device (col. 7 lines 25-48), and a 
source Ethernet address corresponding to the second network device (col. 7 lines 25- 
48); receiving the data packet at a third network device (this is inherent because the 
number of hops or internet routers a packet may traverse in the preferred embodiment 
is limited to 16 see col. 13 lines 46-48); determining at least one port on the third 
network device by examining the destination Ethernet address (col. 13 lines 8-27); and 
forwarding the modified data packet from the third network device through the at least 
one port (col. 1 3 lines 20-27), but does not teach of decrementing the hop count by one 
to form a modified data packet. Gallon et al. teaches of decrementing the hop count by 
one to form a modified data packet (col. 49 line 66-col. 50 line 2). Therefore it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have included the decrementing of the hop count of Callon et al. to the 
invention of Sidhu et al. in order to provide lifetime control of the packet as suggested 
by Callon et al. 

Referring to claim 7, Sidhu et al. discloses a program storage device (Fig. 2) 
readable by a machine, tangibly embodying a program of instructions executable by the 
machine to perform a method for detecting a path to a first network device (Fig. 8, 
reference sign 102), the method comprising: receiving a data packet from a second 
network device, the data packet containing a hop count (col. 13 lines 20-27), a 
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destination Ethernet address corresponding to the first network device (col. 7 lines 25- 
48), and a source Ethernet address corresponding to the second network device (col. 7 
lines 25-48); determining at least one port on a network device receiving the data 
packet, by examining the destination Ethernet address (col. 13 lines 8-27); and 
forwarding the modified data packet from the network device through the at least one 
port (col. 1 3 lines 20-27), but fails to teach of decrementing the hop count by one to 
form a modified data packet. Callon et al. teaches of decrementing the hop count by 
one to form a modified data packet (col. 49 line 66-col. 50 line 2). Therefore it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have included the decrementing of the hop count of Callon et al. to the 
invention of Sidhu et al. in order to provide lifetime control of the packet as suggested 
by Callon et al. 

Referring to claim 22, Sidhu et al. discloses a method of examining the hop count 
in the received data packet (inherent because it has to be done in order for an action is 
to occur based on the hop count), transmitting a reply data packet toward the source 
Ethernet address if the received hop count is one (the transmission of the reply data 
packet toward the source Ethernet address can be done with any value that the hop 
count is set (see col. 13 lines 46-48)). 

Referring to claim 23, Sidhu et al. discloses a method wherein the reply data 
packet includes: a destination Ethernet address corresponding to the second network 
address (Fig. 3 and respective portions of the specification); and a source Ethernet 
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address corresponding to the network device transmitting the reply data packet (Fig. 3 
and respective portions of the specification). 

Referring to claim 24, Sidhu et al. discloses the method in accordance with claim 
1 , but does not explicitly teach of repeating said receiving, said decrementing, said 
determining, and said forwarding until the hop count in the data packet received at a 
network device becomes one. Callon et al. teaches of decrementing the hop count by 
one to form a modified data packet (col. 49 line 66-col. 50 line 2). One skilled in the art 
would recognize that repeating the receiving, decrementing, determining, and 
forwarding until the hop count in the data packet received at a network device becomes 
one is obvious because you are performing the actions such as decrementing until you 
reach a certain value just as though you would increment until you reach a certain value 
(see Sidhu et al. col. 13 lines 43-49). Therefore it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have included the 
repeating the receiving, decrementing, determining and forwarding of the hop count of 
Callon et al. to the invention of Sidhu et al. in order to provide lifetime control of the 
packet as suggested by Callon et al. 

Referring to claim 25, Sidhu et al. discloses the method wherein said determining 
includes: looking up an address table maintaining an association between Ethernet 
addresses and corresponding ports on the network device (see the Address Mapping 
Table col. 10 lines 9-36, the routing table col. 13 lines 8-28 and col. 14 lines 38-64, and 
the Hash Table col. 15 line 61 -col. 16 line 15). 
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Referring to claim 26, Sidhu et al. in view of Callon et al. discloses the method in 
accordance to claim 1 , but does not explicitly teach of the modified data packet being 
forwarded through all of the ports on the network device if the destination Ethernet 
address is unknown. One skilled in the art would recognize that a default port could be 
set. Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have included the modified data packet being forwarded 
through all of the ports on the network device if the destination Ethernet address is 
unknown because the default port could be set to all of the ports. 

Referring to claim 27, Sidhu et al. discloses the data packet being included in a 
data field of an Ethernet frame (see Figure 3 reference signs 301 , 302, 308 and 359). 

Referring to claim 32, Sidhu et al. discloses an apparatus for detecting the path 
to a first network device (col. 7 lines 25-48), said apparatus comprising: means for 
receiving a data packet from a second network device, the data packet containing a hop 
count (col. 13 lines 37-48), a destination Ethernet address corresponding to the second 
network device (col. 7 lines 25-48); means for determining at least one port on a 
network device receiving the data packet, by examining the destination Ethernet 
address (col. 13 lines 8-27); and means for forwarding the modified data packet through 
the at least one port (col. 1 3 lines 20-27), but does not teach of decrementing the hop 
count by one to form a modified data packet. Callon et al. teaches of decrementing the 
hop count by one to form a modified data packet (col. 49 line 66-col. 50 line 2). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have included the decrementing of the hop count of Callon et 



Application/Control Number: 09/414,996 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2664 

al. to the invention of Sidhu et al. in order to provide lifetime control of the packet as 
suggested by Callon et al. 

Referring to claim 33, Sidhu et al. discloses the apparatus in accordance with 
claim 32, wherein the modified data packet is not forwarded if the destination Ethernet 
address is the same as the Ethernet address of the network device receiving the data 
packet (col. 13 lines 15-28). According to Sidhu et al., if the packet has not been 
forwarded then the node ID is directly accessible through one of its ports therefore it 
could have the same Ethernet address as the network device receiving the data packet. 

Referring to claim 34, Sidhu et al. discloses a means for examining the hop count 
in the received data packet (inherent because it has to be done in order for an action is 
to occur based on the hop count), a means for transmitting a reply data packet toward 
the source Ethernet address if the received hop count is one (the transmission of the 
reply data packet toward the source Ethernet address can be done with any value that 
the hop count is set (see col. 13 lines 46-48)). 

Referring to claim 35, Sidhu et al. discloses the apparatus wherein the reply data 
packet includes: a destination Ethernet address corresponding to the second network 
address (Fig. 3 and respective portions of the specification); and a source Ethernet 
address corresponding to the network device transmitting the reply data packet (Fig. 3 
and respective portions of the specification). 

Referring to claim 36, Sidhu et al. discloses the apparatus in accordance with 
claim 32, but does not explicitly teach of the means for repeating said receiving, said 
decrementing, said determining, and said forwarding until the hop count in the data 
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packet received at a network device becomes one. Callon et al. teaches of 
decrementing the hop count by one to form a modified data packet (col. 49 line 66-col. 
50 line 2). One skilled in the art would recognize that repeating the receiving, 
decrementing, determining, and forwarding until the hop count in the data packet 
received at a network device becomes one is obvious because you are performing the 
actions such as decrementing until you reach a certain value just as though you would 
increment until you reach a certain value (see Sidhu et al. col. 13 lines 43-49). 

Referring to claim 37, Sidhu et al. discloses an apparatus wherein the means for 
determining includes: means for looking up an address table maintaining an 
association between Ethernet addresses and corresponding ports on the network 
device (see the Address Mapping Table col. 10 lines 9-36, the routing table col. 13 lines 
8-28 and col. 14 lines 38-64, and the Hash Table col. 15 line 61 -col. 16 line 15). 

Referring to claim 38, Sidhu et al. in view of Callon et al. discloses the apparatus 
in accordance with claim 32, but does not explicitly teach of the modified data packet 
being forwarded through all of the ports on the network device if the destination 
Ethernet address is unknown. One skilled in the art would recognize that a default port 
could be set. Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to have included the modified data packet being 
forwarded through all of the ports on the network device if the destination Ethernet 
address is unknown because the default port could be set to all of the ports. 

Referring to claim 39, Sidhu et al. discloses the data packet being included in a 
data field of an Ethernet frame (see Figure 3 reference signs 301 , 302, 308 and 359). 
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Claims 10-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sidhu et al. in view of Callon et al. in further view of Kracht. Referring to claim 10, Sidhu 
et al. in view of Callon et al. discloses the method in accordance with claim 1 , but does 
not teach of the network device being a LAN switch. Kracht discloses a network device 
being a LAN switch in (Fig. 1 ). Therefore it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have included the network 
device as a LAN switch to Sidhu et al. in view of Callon et al. in order to improve 
bandwidth by separating collision domains and selectively forwarding traffic to 
appropriate segments. 

Referring to claim 1 1 , Sidhu et al. in view of Callon et al. discloses the method in 
accordance with claim 3, but does not teach of the first network device being a LAN 
switch. Kracht discloses the first network device being a LAN switch in (Fig. 1 ). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have included the first network device as a LAN switch to 
Sidhu et al. in view of Callon et al. in order to improve bandwidth by separating collision 
domains and selectively forwarding traffic to appropriate segments. 

Referring to claim 12, Sidhu et al. in view of Callon et al. discloses the method in 
accordance with claim 3, but does not teach of the second network device being a LAN 
switch. Kracht discloses the second network device being a LAN switch in (Fig. 1). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have included the second network device as a LAN switch to 
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Sidhu et al. in view of Callon et al. in order to improve bandwidth by separating collision 
domains and selectively forwarding traffic to appropriate segments. 

Referring to claim 13, Sidhu et al. in view of Callon et al. discloses the method in 
accordance with claim 3, but does not teach of the third network device being a LAN 
switch. Kracht discloses the third network device being a LAN switch in (Fig. 1 ). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have included the third network device as a LAN switch to 
Sidhu et al. in view of Callon et al. in order to improve bandwidth by separating collision 
domains and selectively forwarding traffic to appropriate segments. 

Claims 28-31 and 40-44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Behaghel et al. in view of Sidhu et al. Referring to claim 28, 
Behaghel et al. discloses a method for detecting the path to a desired network device 
(col. 1 lines 25-47), said method comprising: setting a hop count at an initial value (this 
is inherent, you have to have an initial starting point); generating a probe data packet 
containing the hop count (Fig. 2 reference sign RIF and respective portions of the 
specification, the RIF is the equivalent to the hop count), a destination Ethernet address 
corresponding to the desired network device (Fig. 2, reference sign AD and respective 
portions of the specification), and a source Ethernet address corresponding to a source 
network device sending the probe data packet (Fig. 2, reference sign AS and respective 
portions of the specification); transmitting the probe data packet (col. 5 lines 18-25); 
receiving a reply data packet from a network device which received the probe data 
packet containing the hop count one (col. 5 lines 55-59), the reply data packet 
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containing a reply destination Ethernet address corresponding to the source network 
device and a reply source Ethernet address corresponding to the network device 
sending the reply data packet (col. 5 lines 55-63), but does not teach of determining if 
the reply source Ethernet address is the same as the destination Ethernet address of 
the desired network device; incrementing the hop count by one if the reply source 
Ethernet address is different from the destination Ethernet address of the desired 
network device; and repeating said generating, said transmitting, said receiving, said 
determining, and said incrementing, until receiving a reply data packet containing a 
reply source Ethernet address which is the same as the destination Ethernet address of 
the desired network device. Sidhu et al. teaches of the reply source Ethernet address is 
the same as the destination Ethernet address of the desired network device (col. 7 lines 
25-48); incrementing the hop count by one if the reply source Ethernet address is 
different from the destination Ethernet address of the desired network device (col. 13 
lines 37-38, the packet increments by one as it traverses each router having different 
Ethernet addresses); and repeating said generating, said transmitting, said receiving, 
said determining, and said incrementing, until receiving a reply data packet containing a 
reply source Ethernet address which is the same as the destination Ethernet address of 
the desired network device. One skilled in the art would recognize that repeating the 
generating, transmitting, receiving, determining and incrementing, until receiving a reply 
data packet containing a reply source Ethernet address is obvious because you are 
performing the actions such as incrementing until you reach a certain value (see Sidhu 
et al. col. 13 lines 43-49). Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
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skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have included the invention of 
Sidhu et al. to the invention Behaghel et al. in order to allow for the transfer of data 
packets to valid Ethernet addresses in the communication system as suggested by 
Sidhu et al. 

Referring to claim 29, Behaghel et al. discloses the initial value being one (col. 4 
lines 3-4). The RIF can have a maximum of 18 octets, therefore one skilled in the art 
would recognize that the initial value could be one. 

Referring to claim 30, Behaghel et al. discloses a method wherein a network 
device receives a probe data packet (Fig. 2 reference sign RIF and respective portions 
of the specification), and Sidhu et al. discloses a method wherein a network device 
receives a probe data packet (Fig. 6) but they don't teach of decrementing the hop 
count by one before forwarding the probe data packet to another network device. It 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to include decrementing the hop count by one before forwarding the probe 
data packet to another network device because it doesn't matter whether you increment 
or decrement the hop count from an initial value the result will be the same. 

Referring to claim 31 , Sidhu et al. discloses storing information of the network 
device from which the reply data packet is received (col. 2 lines 5-62). 

Referring to claim 40, Behaghel et al. discloses an apparatus for detecting the 
path to a desired network device (col. 1 lines 25-47), said apparatus comprising: means 
for setting a hop count at an initial value (this is inherent, you have to have an initial 
starting point); means for generating a probe data packet containing the hop count (Fig. 
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2 reference sign RIF and respective portions of the specification, the RIF is the 
equivalent to the hop count), a destination Ethernet address corresponding to the 
desired network device (Fig. 2, reference sign AD and respective portions of the 
specification), and a source Ethernet address corresponding to a source network device 
sending the probe data packet (Fig. 2, reference sign AS and respective portions of the 
specification); means for transmitting the probe data packet (col. 5 lines 18-25); means 
for receiving a reply data packet from a network device which received the probe data 
packet containing the hop count one, the reply data packet containing a reply 
destination Ethernet address corresponding to the source network device and a reply 
source Ethernet address corresponding to the network device sending the reply data 
packet (col. 5 lines 55-59), but does not teach of a means for determining if the reply 
source Ethernet address is the same as the destination Ethernet address of the desired 
network device; means for incrementing the hop count by one if the reply source 
Ethernet address is different from the destination Ethernet address of the desired 
network device; and means for repeating said generating, said transmitting, said 
receiving, said determining, and said incrementing, until receiving a reply data packet 
containing a reply source Ethernet address which is the same as the destination 
Ethernet address of the desired network device. Sidhu et al. teaches of a means for 
determining if the reply source Ethernet address is the same as the destination Ethernet 
address of the desired network device (col. 7 lines 25-48); means for incrementing the 
hop count by one if the reply source Ethernet address is different from the destination 
Ethernet address of the desired network device (col. 13 lines 37-38, the packet 
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increments by one as it traverses each router having different Ethernet addresses); and 
means for repeating said generating, said transmitting, said receiving, said determining, 
and said incrementing, until receiving a reply data packet containing a reply source 
Ethernet address which is the same as the destination Ethernet address of the desired 
network device. One skilled in the art would recognize that repeating the generating, 
transmitting, receiving, determining and incrementing, until receiving a reply data packet 
containing a reply source Ethernet address which is the same as the destination 
Ethernet address of the desired network device is obvious because you are performing 
the actions such as incrementing until you reach a certain value (see Sidhu et al. col. 13 
lines 43-49). Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to have included the invention of Sidhu et al. to 
the invention Behaghel et al. in order to allow for the transfer of data packets to valid 
Ethernet addresses in the communication system as suggested by Sidhu et al. 

Referring to claim 41 , Behaghel et al. discloses an apparatus where the initial 
value is one (col. 4 lines 3-4). The RIF can have a maximum of 18 octets, therefore one 
skilled in the art would recognize that the initial value could be one. 

Referring to claim 42, Sidhu et al. discloses an apparatus wherein it receives a 
probe data packet (Fig. 6), and Behaghel et al. discloses an apparatus wherein it 
receives a probe data packet (Fig. 2 reference sign RIF and respective portions of the 
specification) but they don't teach of decrementing the hop count by one before 
forwarding the probe data packet to another network device. It would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
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include decrementing the hop count by one before forwarding the probe data packet to 
another network device because it doesn't matter whether you increment or decrement 
the hop count from an initial value the result will be the same. 

Referring to claim 43, Sidhu et al. discloses the means for storing information of 
the network device from which the reply data packet is received (col. 2 lines 5-62). 

Referring to claim 44, Behaghel et al. discloses generating a probe data packet 
containing the hop count (Fig. 2 reference sign RIF and respective portions of the 
specification, the RIF is the equivalent to the hop count), a destination Ethernet address 
corresponding to the desired network device (Fig. 2, reference sign AD and respective 
portions of the specification), and a source Ethernet address corresponding to a source 
network device sending the probe data packet (Fig. 2, reference sign AS and respective 
portions of the specification); transmitting the probe data packet (col. 5 lines 18-25); 
receiving a reply data packet from a network device which received the probe data 
packet containing the hop count one, the reply data packet containing a reply 
destination Ethernet address corresponding to the source network device and a reply 
source Ethernet address corresponding to the network device sending the reply data 
packet (col. 5 lines 55-59), but does not teach of a program storage device readable by 
a machine, tangibly embodying a program of instruction executable by the machine to 
perform a method for detecting the path to a desired network device; determining if the 
reply source Ethernet address is the same as the destination Ethernet address of the 
desired network device; incrementing the hop count by one if the reply source Ethernet 
address is different form the destination Ethernet address of the desired network device; 
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and repeating said generating, said transmitting, said receiving, said determining, and 
said incrementing, until receiving a reply data packet containing a reply source Ethernet 
address which is the same as the destination Ethernet address of the desired network 
device. Sidhu et al. discloses a program storage device (Fig. 2) readable by a machine, 
tangibly embodying a program of instruction executable by the machine to perform a 
method for detecting the path to a desired network device (Fig. 8, reference sign 102), 
said method comprising: setting a hop count at an initial value (this is inherent, you 
have to have an initial starting point); determining if the reply source Ethernet address is 
the same as the destination Ethernet address of the desired network device (col. 7 lines 
25-48); incrementing the hop count by one if the reply source Ethernet address is 
different form the destination Ethernet address of the desired network device (col. 13 
lines 37-38, the packet increments by one as it traverses each router having different 
Ethernet addresses); and repeating said generating, said transmitting, said receiving, 
said determining, and said incrementing, until receiving a reply data packet containing a 
reply source Ethernet address which is the same as the destination Ethernet address of 
the desired network device. One skilled in the art would recognize that repeating the 
generating, transmitting, receiving, determining and incrementing, until receiving a reply 
data packet containing a reply source Ethernet address which is the same as the 
destination Ethernet address of the desired network device is obvious because you are 
performing the actions such as incrementing until you reach a certain value (see Sidhu 
et al. col. 13 lines 43-49). Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have included the invention of 
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Sidhu et al. to the invention Behaghel et al. in order to allow for the transfer of data 
packets to valid Ethernet addresses in the communication system as suggested by 
Sidhu et al. 

Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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8. 



Any response to this final action should be mailed to: 



Box AF 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

or faxed to: 

(703) 308-9051 , (for formal communications; please mark 
"EXPEDITED PROCEDURE") 



(703) 308-5403 (for informal or draft communications, please label 
"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT") 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 
Crystal Drive, Arlington, VA. 22202, Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 



9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jamal A. Fox whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
5741 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 6:30 AM - 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wellington Chin can be reached on (703) 305-4366. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 
872-9314 for regular communications and (703) 872-9315 for After Final 
communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 306- 



Or: 



0377. 




Application/Control Number: 09/414,996 Page 20 

Art Unit: 2664 

Jamal A. Fox 





WELLINGTON CHIN 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600 



